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Claim Rejections 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by Enari et al 
(hereafter Enari) (US 5,010,534) or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Enari in view of Kojima et al (hereafter Kojima) (US 6,262,554). 

In regard to claim 1, Enari discloses an optical media system (Fig. 8 and Col. 7, lines 44- 
48) comprising: an optical pickup (Figs. 8 and 9, element 16) for reading from and/or writing to 
an optical storage medium (Figs. 1, 8 and 9, element 1), the optical pickup having one or more 
sources of light (Fig. 8, element 1 1), an objective lens (Fig. 8, element 14), a focus and/or 
tracking actuator (Fig. 8, elements 21, 28 and the element(s) (not shown) driven by 23 and 24 
(Col. 3, lines 55-59)) for moving the lens to focus and/or track the light on the optical medium 
and mechanical limits to limit the focus and/or tracking movement of the lens (the focus and/or 
tracking actuator of Fig. 8 is a mechanical device and inherently has mechanical limits to limit 
the focus and/or tracking movement of the lens because the actuator can not move the lens 
infinitely in focusing and/or tracking direction), the optical pickup configured to be moved to a 
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park position (Fig. 1, element 5 and Fig. 9, element 6) when not in operation (Col. 7, lines 59-67 
and Col. 8, lines 4-6); and an actuator controller (Fig. 8, elements 23-27) for controlling the 
actuator and hence the focus and/or tracking position of the lens, the actuator controller 
configured to actively control the lens position via a magnetic field (lens position is controlled by 
the actuator controller to the park position via a stepper motor (Fig. 8, element 28) and inherently 
via a magnetic field because stepper motors actuate using a magnetic field generated by 
energized coils (see Citation of Relevant Prior Art below)) when the optical pickup is moved to 
the park position when not in operation (Col. 7, lines 59-67). It is noted that the actuator 
controller is claimed as being "configured to actively control the lens position . . . when the 
optical pickup is moved to the park position when not in operation.!' The actuator controller's 
claimed active controlling of the lens position is interpreted as being limited to the time when the 
optical pickup is not in operation and when the optical pickup is moved to the park position. The 
actuator controller of Enari actively controls the lens position when the optical pickup is moved 
to the park position when not in operation because the actuator controller of Enari activates the 
stepper motor to move the optical pickup to the park position after completion of operation (Col. 
7, lines 59-67). It is further noted that if a stepper motor does not inherently actuate using a 
magnetic field, then doing so would be obvious. 

Kojima discloses a stepper motor (Fig. 1, element 10) that actuates using a magnetic field 
(Col. 7, lines 38-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the stepper motor of Enari to actuate using a magnetic field as suggested 
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by Kojima, the motivation being for the stepper motor of Enari to actuate in a manner known in 
the art for stepper motors. 

In regard to claim to 2, Enari discloses that the optical pickup is moved to a park position 
away from the optical medium when not used with such an optical medium (Abstract and Fig. 1, 
element 5). 

In regard to claim 12, Enari discloses that the optical media system is mounted in a 
vehicle (Fig. 4) and wherein the actuator controller' actively controls the focus and/or tracking 
position of the lens when the vehicle is moving (Col. 3, lines 53-65). It is noted that the 
movement of the vehicle is relative to the optical medium and that the device of Fig. 4 is a 
vehicle because it transports or moves the optical media system relative to the optical medium. 

Citation of Relevant Prior Art 

2. Aiello (4,652,806) (Fig. 1, element 10 and Col. 2, line 52-Col. 3, line 25) and Ueda et al 
(US 4,841,214) (Fig. 1, element 18 and Col. 3, lines 9-16) disclose stepper motors using 
magnetic fields to actuate. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 3-8 are allowable for the reasons set forth in the previous Office action. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2 and 12 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant's arguments filed August 11, 2005 
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with respect to Enari have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues 
that Enari fails to disclose an actuator controller configured to actively control the position via a 
magnetic field when the optical pickup is moved to the park position. However, it is noted that 
the actuator controller is claimed as being "configured to actively control the lens position via a 
magnetic field when the optical pickup is moved to the park position when not in operation." As 
a result, the actuator controller's claimed active controlling of the lens position via a magnetic 
field is interpreted as being limited to the time when the optical pickup is not in operation and 
when the optical pickup is moved to the park position and not to the time after the optical pickup 
has moved to the park position. As noted above, the magnetic field is either inherent to the 
stepper motor or obvious in view of Kojima. When the optical pickup is moved to the park 
position, the optical pickup is moving to the park position. The actuator controller of Enari 
actively controls the lens position when the optical pickup is moved to the park position when 
not in operation because the actuator controller of Enari activates the stepper motor to move the 
optical pickup to the park position after completion of operation (Col. 7, lines 59-67). It is also 
noted that even if the claim were amended to require active control of the lens position while the 
optical head is in the park position, the actuator controller of Enari actively controls the lens 
position while the optical head is in the park position by actively not activating the stepper motor 
after the optical pickup has been moved to the park position until the restart of optical pickup 
operation and the actuator controller then activates the stepper motor to move from the park 
position (Col. 7, line 59-Col. 8, line 3). 
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Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael V. Battaglia whose telephone number is (571) 272-7568. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, A L. Wellington can be reached on (571) 272-4483. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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